
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/721,141 


1 1/25/2003 


Thomas Edwin Long 


B020680 


6341 



23361 7590 

ABB INC. 

LEGAL DEPARTMENT-4U6 
29801 EUCLID AVENUE 
WICKLIFFE, OH 44092 



07/26/2007 



EXAMINER 



ROBINSON, GRETA LEE 



ART UNIT 



2168 



PAPER NUMBER 



MAIL DATE 



DELIVERY MODE 



07/26/2007 PAPER 

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



10/721,141 



LONG, THOMAS EDWIN 



Office Action Summary 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Greta L. Robinson 



2168 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 



1)IE1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 April 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 47-54 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 47-54 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on April 
26, 2007 has been entered. 

2. Claims 47-54 are pending in the present application. 

3. Claims 1-46 have been cancelled; and new claims 47-54 have been added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 47-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
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had possession of the claimed invention. The specification does not appear to explicitly 
describe the following limitation "combining the product finder software unit with other 
software units to form an object-oriented software application. Note the specification 
does not appear to specifically reference an "object-oriented" software application or 
state combining the product finder software with other software units to form an object- 
oriented software application. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 47-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claim 47 the limitation is vague and/or not clear: "forming 
a searchable store of information about specific products" [note: claim 47 lines 1-2]. The 
meaning of the term forming a searchable store" is not clear. Note the body of the claim 
recites "creating a search configuration in accordance with the search rules". It is 
unclear as to whether "forming a searchable store" is equivalent to this limitation. 
Clarification is requested. 

Dependent claims 48-54 are rejected based on dependency. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 47-49 and 52-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Skufca et al. US Patent 6,922,695 B2 in view of Wheeler et al. US 
Patent 6,839,714 B2. 

Regarding claim 47, Skufca et al. teaches forming a searchable store of 
Information about specific physical products [note: abstract; and J2EE Web 
Application Server (810) Figure 8], the method comprising: 

providing data storage containing product information about the specific 
physical products [see: column 1 line 56 through column 2 line 13 ]; 

providing a computer program product comprising: a computer readable 
medium [note: column 1 line 56 through column 2 line 13 ]; 

a reusable product finder software unit stored on the computer-readable 
medium, the product finder software unit comprising a plurality of product objects and 
a product manager for performing searches, each product object representing 
information for a generic product [see: note: Enterprise JAVA Bean (880); col. 6 lines 2- 
58; col. 10 lines 59-67] ; 
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a set of metadata rules stored on the computer-readable medium [note: : col. 
12 lines 28-45; J2EE specification addresses rule-based authorization col. 13 lines 28-45]; 
and 

a set of search rules stored on the computer-readable medium [note: col. 12 
lines 28-45; J2EE specification addresses rule-based authorization col. 13 lines 28-45]; 

combining the product finder software unit with other software units to form an 
object-oriented software application [note: Figure 3 development tools (310) entity EJB 
creation wizards, mappings, etc.; Figure 8 J2EE Web Application Server Figure 10 1012 
and 1032; col. 1 lines 43-55 need to connect online web-based applications; also see col. 
10 line 55 through col. 11 line 10; and col. 12 line 66 through col. 13 line 2]; 

creating product metadata for the specific physical products using the metadata 
rules [note: Figure 8 (830); col. 11 lines 11-33]; and 

creating a search configuration in accordance with the search rules [note: note: 
col. 3 line 59 through col. 4 line 8; col. 12 lines 53-55]; and 

wherein the product manager in the software application is operable to perform 
searches of the product information in the data storage using the product objects and 
the product metadata , the searches being performed in accordance with the search 
configuration [note: col. 3 line 59 through col. 4 line 8; col. 12 lines 53-55 ]. 

Although Skufca et al. teaches the invention substantially as cited above, they 
do not explicitly depict a search configuration component. Wheeler et al. teaches a 
search configuration component [note: search component 415 Figure 4; col. 10 lines 
31-45]; also, note Wheeler teaches weight values to apply for ordering partial matches 
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[see: "search criteria" abstract; Figure 8 tree level matching; col. 4 lines 20-33; col. 8 
lines 21-43 similar structure match]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
at the time of the invention to have combined Wheeler et al. with Skufca et al. 
because a search component would provide a means for implementing Skufca et al's 
search rules through the J2EE Web Application Server (810). 

10. (Claim 48) wherein the product objects comprise JAVA entity beans and the 
product manager comprises a JAVA session bean [note Skufca et al.: Figure 8 EJB 
(880); also note Figure 7B and Figure 2 (220) (230)]. 

11. Regarding claim 49, wherein the product objects represent information for a 
generic product by a set of parameters comprising characteristics and attributes [note: 
Figures 5-7B and 9A]. 

12. Regarding claims 52 and 53: 

(Claims 52 and 53) wherein the metadata rules is an XML schema ...search 
rules in an XML schema [note Skufca et al.: col. 12 lines 30-46; col. 12 line 66 through 
col. 13 line 6]. 

13. Regarding claim 54, "wherein the set of search rules include weight values" 
[note Wheeler teaches weight values to apply for ordering partial matches ; also 
"search criteria" abstract; Figure 8 tree level matching; col. 4 lines 20-33; col. 8 lines 
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21-43 similar structure match]. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 47-54 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues the prior art does not provide for the limitation of combining the 
product finder software unit with other software units; however note Skufca et al. relies 
on JAVA 2 Enterprise Edition (J2EE) as a software architecture in constructing a multi- 
tiered transaction system [see: column 2 lines 7-21; and citations supra]. 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Yu et al., Strategies for Integration of Non-00 EIS and J2EE Framework 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greta L. Robinson whose telephone number is 
(571)272-41 18. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim T. Vo can be reached on (571)272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Greta Robinson 
Primary Examiner 
July 13, 2007 




